
WICHITA AREA METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION 

 

 
NOTICE OF MEETING 

Thursday, September 21, 2006 at 1:00 p.m. 

 
The Wichita Area Metropolitan Planning Organization (WAMPO) will hold a meeting in 
the Tenth Floor Conference Room, Wichita City Hall, 455 N. Main, Wichita, Kansas. 
 
If you have any questions regarding the meeting or items on this agenda please call the 
WAMPO Staff at 316.268.4391. 
 

AGENDA 
 
1.  Call meeting to order – Chairperson, WAMPO. 
 
2.  Approve Minutes of the August 17, 2006 meeting. 
 
3.  Approve Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) Technical Subcommittee. 

Presentation by Nancy Harvieux, Transportation Planning Manager. 
 
4.  Proposed amendment to the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) Policy. 

Presentation by Nancy Harvieux, Transportation Planning Manager. 
 
5.  Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) overview. 

Presentation by Scott Dunakey, Principal Planner. 
 
6.  Update from Kansas Department of Transportation (KDOT). 

Presentation by Thomas Dow, Kansas Department of Transportation. 
 
7.  Other items. 
 
8.  Adjournment. 
 
 
John L. Schlegel, Director 
Wichita Area Metropolitan Planning Organization 
September 11, 2006 



Agenda Item    2 

WICHITA AREA METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION 
 

August 17, 2006 Meeting
Attendance 
Members Present: 

Ronald Marnell, Chairperson 
Clark Nelson, Vice‐Chairperson 
Bob Aldrich 
Don Anderson 
Jay Banasiak 
Elizabeth Bishop 
Darrell Downing 
Michael Gisick 
Bud Hentzen 
Thomas Jones 
John W. McKay Jr. 
M.S. Mitchell 
Denise Sherman 
Harold Warner Jr. 
Hoyt Hillman (in at 12:13) 
Bill Johnson (in at 1:22) 
Morris Dunlap (in at 1:32) 
Thomas Dow, Ex Officio Member 

 

 
Members Absent: 

James P. Ford 
James A. Singletary 
 

Others Attending: 
Byron Low, FHWA 
Mike Moriarty, KDOT 
Joe Lang, City of Wichita 
Bob Parnacott, Sedgwick County 
Sara Leitner Clark P.E., TranSystems 
Irene Hart, Sedgwick County 
Jeff Bridges, City of Andover 
Jennifer Rose, City of Bel Aire  
Angie Millspaugh, City of Haysville 
Jack Whitson, City of Park City 
Mike Jacobs, City of Wichita 
Gary Janzen, City of Wichita 
Mark Dugan, Citizen/Student 
Nalini Johnson, PEC 
 

 
John Schlegel, WAMPO 
Nancy Harvieux, WAMPO 
Scott Dunakey, WAMPO 
Bhupendra Patel, WAMPO 
Aprajit Desai, WAMPO 
Purab Adabala, WAMPO 
 

   
1.  Call meeting to order – Chairperson, WAMPO. 

The meeting was called to order by Mr. Marnell, Chairperson of the Wichita Area Metropolitan 
Planning Organization, held in the Planning Department Conference Room, 10th floor, City Hall, 
455 N. Main, Wichita KS. 
 

2.  Approval of the Minutes of the May 18, 2006 meeting. 
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Mr. Marnell asked  if  there were any additions or  corrections  to  the minutes, having none,  the 
minutes were approved as presented. 
 
ACTION:  Mr. Warner moved to approve the May 18, 2006 Minutes with an amendment 
reflecting that Ms. Bishop was in attendance at the meeting.  Mr. Aldrich seconded the motion.  
Motion carried unanimously (14‐0). 
 
(Mr. Hillman in at 12:13 p.m.) 
 

3.  Presentation on Railroad Crossing Plan. 
Presentation by the project consultant, TranSystems. 
 
Mr. Dunakey introduced Ms. Clark, project consultant with Trans Systems.  Ms. Clark provided a 
brief overview of the Railroad Crossing Plan, updated the Policy Body on the progress to date, 
and outlined upcoming project milestones/events.  The Railroad Crossing Plan project will assess 
safety and congestion at the region’s highway and railway grade crossings.  It will help the 
traveling public and local industries, which increases the area’s economic success.  The various 
phases of the Plan are: 
 
• Goals and Objectives 
• Data collection 
• Data analysis 
• Needs and deficiencies at the railroad crossing 
• Identify projects for integrations into the Transportation Improvement Program 
 
The first step was to look at the goals and objectives, which were taken from the Long Range 
Transportation Plan.  The primary focus was to “prioritize at‐grade rail/roadway crossings and 
develop a program to improve safety and the movement of goods and people at these locations.”  
The study is at the system inventory stage.  The inventory will include information like the type 
of warning device at the crossing, its location, type of crossing, etc.).  Next, the needs and 
deficiencies will be identified as a part of the plan.  The project web site www.wamporail.com, 
will provide updated information on the project.  The Advisory Committee for the Plan will meet 
on August 18, 2006.  The consultant will continue to meet with the local representatives, and 
work toward developing recommendations for the final plan. 
 
Mr. Aldrich wanted to know who pays for the different types of crossings.  Ms. Clark advised 
that costs are shared between the railroad and the local municipalities.  She further added that 
different funding sources will be reviewed and this information will be included in the Plan. 
 
Mr. Mitchell wanted to know where the 21st Street, BNSF crossing ranks and if the prior studies 
already done on 21st would be looked at to be included in the project.  Ms. Clark said that the 
consultant had recently received the KDOT information and that they are in the process of doing 
a hazard index calculation for the study.  She added that a review of previous studies would be 
done.  She advised that depending on the type of warning device, the number of passenger cars 
using the crossing and the number of trains, a project’s rank could vary and she could not say for 
sure where the 21st Street crossing would rank. 
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ACTION: None. 
 

4.  Presentation on Regional Pathways System Plan. 
Presentation by Scott Dunakey, Principal Planner. 
 
Mr. Dunakey provided an update on the Regional Pathways System Plan, overview of its scope, 
schedule of events, and the subsequent steps in the planning process.  The purpose of the Plan is 
to assess the existing pathways facilities; and identify, prioritize, and recommend future 
connecting links for pathways across the WAMPO region.  The project web site is 
www.wampopathways.org.  There were six meetings held by the project consultant.  The next 
meetings are scheduled from September 19 to September 21.  Meetings were with jurisdictions in 
the WAMPO planning region, including City of Wichita, Sedgwick County, and Pathway Users 
Focus Groups.  Mr. Aldrich asked if Mr. Dunakey could provide the total spent on existing 
pathways when it becomes available (local shares – for pathways in the City of Wichita). 
 
ACTION: None. 
 

5.  Public Hearing on proposed Safe Routes to School Letters of Support. 
Public Hearing on proposed Safe Routes to School Application Resolution. 
Presentation by Scott Dunakey, Principal Planner. 
 
Mr. Dunakey provided a brief presentation of the Safe Routes To School (SRTS) program.  The 
intent of the SRTS program is to encourage kids to walk/bike to school.  The program idea is to 
involve community members in promoting health for children and congestion relieving options 
under one program.  The SAFETEA‐LU legislation was passed in August 2005.  The National 
Program guidance was issued in January 2006.  The implementation of the program is done by 
the individual state Departments of Transportation.  Under the legislation, each state is 
guaranteed a minimum statewide funding of $1 million dollars per year and must have a full‐
time coordinator.  The focus of the program is on grades K‐8.  This is a federal reimbursement 
program, whatever projects are approved will be funded 100% with federal funds.  The project 
sponsor is will pay the costs upfront and submit invoice for reimbursement from the state.  The 
first step to be eligible for any funds for infrastructure projects is to have a SRTS plan.  Once a 
plan is in place, the projects in the plan become eligible for funding.  SRTS plans must include 
governmental or school district sponsorship, public involvement or education, a baseline study of 
the school travel patterns; and infrastructure projects need detailed drawings (within 2‐miles of 
school K‐8), while educational plans need a detailed plan of action.  After Phase 1 is completed, 
the plan can be used to apply for Phase 2 funding, which is the implementation funds for future 
years.  The award of Phase 1 funding does not guarantee the award of Phase 2 funding. 
 
WAMPO currently has seven letters of support for this Policy Body to consider.  If KDOT awards 
funds for any project, the funds awarded will be included in the Transportation Improvement 
Program (TIP).  There is no limit on the number of applications from one jurisdiction.  The 
website for Safe Routes to School is www.saferoutesinfo.org.  The deadline for the SRTS 
applications is August 25, 2006.  A letter of support from the corresponding MPO must include 
explanation of the proposed project’s compliance with the MPO Long Range Transportation Plan.  
WAMPO will apply for SRTS funding to develop an SRTS Plan for the WAMPO planning region.  
This plan will take an educational approach to SRTS in conjunction with the Safe Kids Wichita 
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Area Coalition and is consistent with Chapter 3, Part 6 of the Long Range Transportation Plan.  
The Plan is not limited to public schools, but is also open to private schools.  The planning aspect 
funding limit is $15,000 dollars, per application, and for infrastructure projects is $250,000.  The 
deadline for submittal of the project summary to the Planning Staff to come before this Policy 
Body was August 4, 2006.  With the tight deadline, WAMPO staff will assist in completing SRTS 
applications to all applicants in the region.  The next round of applications for SRTS funding will 
open in February 2007. 
 
Public Hearing 
Mr. Marnell opened the Public Hearing for the letters of support, the resolution and authorizing 
the Policy Body Chairperson to sign the resolution.  Having no comments from the public, the 
Public Hearing was closed. 
 
There was discussion about the resolution and the letter of support for a WAMPO Project. 
 
The resolution was necessary because WAMPO was submitting an application for the SRTS 
funding. 
 
Ms. Harvieux, Transportation Planning Manager advised that the motion for the letters of 
support could include to approve in advance any additional requests that should come in after 
this WAMPO meeting on August 17, 2006 and before August 25, 2006.  If the motion passes, staff 
could process the request and the Policy Body Chairperson could sign the letters.  Ms. Bishop 
commented that the letters needed to be submitted to staff early in preparation for today’s 
meeting to ensure that they were in conformance with the Long Range Transportation Plan. 
Upon request, Mr. Lang, City Attorney provide a legal interpretation that the motion suggested 
was allowable, so long as staff was doing due diligence in reviewing the letters for LRTP 
compliance. 
 
ACTION: Mr. Downing moved to authorize the Policy Body Chairperson to sign Letters of 
Support on behalf of the Policy Body to accompany the SRTS applications submitted by 
WAMPO area jurisdictions and school districts.  Ms. Bishop seconded the motion. 
 
AND 
 
ACTION: Mr. Downing moved to approve resolution authorizing WAMPO staff to submit an 
application for Safe Routes to School funding and authorize Policy Body Chairperson to sign the 
resolution.  Ms. Bishop seconded the motion.  Both Motions carried (13‐2).  Mr. Mitchell and Mr. 
Aldrich opposed the motion. 
 
AND 
 
ACTION: Ms Bishop moved to authorize the Chairperson to sign additional Letter of Support 
that may come in after this meeting on August 17, 2006 but before August 25, 2006, and after staff 
has reviewed the outline of the plans and approved.  Mr. Nelson seconded the motion.  Motion 
carried (10‐5).  Mr. Gisick, Mr. Aldrich, Mr. Hentzen, Mr. Anderson, and Mr. Mitchell opposed the 
motion. 
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6.  Public Hearing on memorandum of Understanding for the ITS Signal System – Traffic Signal 
Upgrade. 
Presentation by Nancy Harvieux, Transportation Planning Manager. 
 
Ms. Harvieux provided an overview of the ITS Signal System – Traffic Signal Upgrade project.  
The project includes design and implementation of a communication network, traffic signal 
controllers, and software.  The project initiated by the City of Wichita involved Federal Earmark, 
Federal Metro urban, State, and City of Wichita funds.  The Wichita Area Metropolitan 
Organization (WAMPO), Kansas Department of Transportation (KDOT), City of Wichita, and 
Sedgwick County are party to the agreement (Attachment 1).  The agreement outlines the 
responsibilities of the four agencies to ensure the timely completion of the project.  WAMPO will 
provide oversight and assistance on the project. 
 
Public Hearing 
Mr. Marnell opened the Public Hearing on the Memorandum of Understanding for the ITS Signal 
System – Traffic Signal Upgrade and approval of the Chairperson to sign and enter the 
agreement; having no comments from the public, the Public Hearing was closed. 
 
ACTION: Mr. Warner Jr. moved to approve the Chairperson to sign an agreement with the State, 
Sedgwick County, and the City of Wichita.  Ms. Bishop seconded the motion.  Motion carried 
(15‐0). 
 
(Mr. Johnson in at (1:22 p.m.) 
 

7.  Public Hearing on the proposed Draft Transportation Improvement Program Policy. 
Presentation by Nancy Harvieux, Transportation Planning Manager. 
 
Ms. Harvieux provided an overview of the proposed Draft Transportation Improvement 
Program (TIP) Policy.  The purpose of the Police is to clearly identify a standard operating 
procedure to do the following: 

• Create a new TIP, 
• Amend the TIP, 
• Make administrative revisions to the Tip, 
• Outline project selection, and 
• Provide Project Selection Criteria 

 
A TIP workshop will be scheduled in the future, after approval of this draft document. 
Ms. Bishop did not support the approval of the draft TIP Policy without the Project Selection 
Criteria. 
Mr. Lang advised that it was okay to proceed as presented. 
 
Public Hearing 
Mr. Marnell opened the Public Hearing; having no comments from the public, the Public Hearing 
was closed. 
 
ACTION: Mr. Anderson moved to approve the proposed draft TIP Policy.  Mr. Hillman seconded 
the motion.  Motion carried (15‐1).  Ms. Bishop opposed the motion. 
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8.  Public Hearing on the proposed amendment to the 2006 Transportation Improvement Program. 

Presentation by Nancy Harvieux, Transportation Planning Manager. 
 
Ms. Harvieux went over Summary sheets to show all projects requesting Amendments 
(Attachment 1) and the changes to the Federal Metro Urban funds in the TIP (Attachment 2). 
 
At this point, no comments have been received from the public.  Staff worked with TAC to 
provide proposals for discussion and review with the main concerns of assuring that the funds 
were not lost to the region.  The main objective was to ensure that the FFY 2006 dollars were 
programmed.  This amendment is time sensitive, funding has to be obligated by September 18, 
2006 to avoid loosing federal dollars. 
 
Mr. Aldrich asked, why is there only funding for 2007 and 2009 for Bridge Inspection and not the 
other years.  Ms. Harvieux advised from her understanding that it was an agreement to use it 
over an extend period, the funds were enough for an every other year program. 
 
Public Hearing 
Mr. Marnell opened the Public Hearing; having no comments from the public, the Public Hearing 
was closed. 
 
Mr. Banasiak asked, when the Project Selection Criteria is in place if the projects will be 
reassessed.  Ms. Harvieux said if that is the direction from by the Policy Body.  Mr. Jones 
questioned the need for future “Call for Projects” since the TIP was over‐programmed.  Mr. 
Marnell advised that if Policy Body takes the recommended action at this meeting they will have 
finished FFY 2006 and what is necessary for the deadline set by the state and the federal 
government. 
 
ACTION: Mr. Downing moved to approve the proposed amendment to the 2006 TIP.  Mr. 
Anderson seconded the motion.  Motion carried (16‐0). 
 

9.  Update from Kansas Department of Transportation (KDOT). 
Presentation by Thomas Dow, Kansas Department of Transportation. 
 
Mr. Dow shared that on August 21, from 1:00 – 3:00 pm, several KDOT staff will be here to meet 
with representatives of the City of Wichita and Sedgwick County and whoever else might be 
interested, to talk about the Northwest Bypass project.  The purpose of the meeting is to get a 
formal commitment from all of the partners as to whether to continue the project and how to 
proceed.  KDOT does not have enough money to purchase all of the right‐of‐way needed for the 
Northwest Bypass project.  The meeting will be held at the Sedgwick County Public Works Office 
at 1144 S. Seneca, in the basement training room. 
 
In addition, the KDOT is looking for projects in 2010 and 2011 since the Comprehensive 
Transportation Program or (CTP) expires in 2009.  KDOT is in the process of putting together a 
list of projects for 2010 and 2011.  They will not be major capacity adding projects but will be 
replacement or resurfacing projects. 
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(Mr. Dunlap in at 1:32) 
 

10.  Other items. 
 
Mr. Banasiak asked if the Policy Body members would be interested in a Regional Transit Service 
coming in from outlying cities and feed into the City of Wichita Transit System.  This would help 
regionally.  The question is would the Policy Body entertain this if money were available. 
 
ACTION: Mr. Anderson moved to table item.  Mr. Mitchell seconded the motion. 
 
The final decision of the Policy Body was that they do show support, but non‐funding support at 
this time. 
 
SUBSTITUTE MOTION 
ACTION: Mr. Aldrich moved to do show support, but non‐funding support at this time.  Ms. 
Bishop seconded the motion.  Motion carried (15‐1‐1).  Mr. Mitchell opposed the motion and Mr. 
Dunlap abstained from voting. 
 

11.  Adjournment. 
With no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 1:40 p.m. 
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September 11, 2006 

 
TO:    Wichita Area Metropolitan Planning Organization  
 
FROM:  Nancy Harvieux, AICP 
    Transportation Planning Manager 
 
SUBJECT:  Approve Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) Technical Subcommittee. 
 
 
The proposed Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) Subcommittee is intended to work 
on maintaining the WAMPO regional ITS architecture and ranking of projects in the 
region.  They shall provide technical assistance and make recommendations to the 
Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) on ITS related issues. 
 
The Policy Body will make a decision on the proposed ITS Technical Subcommittee at 
this meeting. 
 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 

1.  Approve the proposed ITS Technical Subcommittee. 
 
Attachments: 

1.  Proposed ITS Technical Subcommittee. 
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WICHITA AREA METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION 
 

Intelligent Transportation System Technical Committee 
(ITS‐TC) 

 
• WAMPO (Two Representatives) 

o Staff (two representatives) 
 
• Sedgwick County (Two Representatives) 

o Public Works (one representative) 
o DIO/IT Development (one representative) 

 
• City of Wichita (Two Representatives) 

o Public Works (one representative) 
o IT/IS (one representative) 

 
• Kansas Department of Transportation (Two Representatives) 

o Urban Planning 
o Intelligent Transportation System 

 
• Ex‐Officio Non‐Voting 

o Federal Highway Administration (one representative) 
o Federal Transit Administration (one representative) 
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September 11, 2006 

 
TO:    Wichita Area Metropolitan Planning Organization  
 
FROM:  Nancy Harvieux, AICP 
    Transportation Planning Manager 
 
SUBJECT:   Proposed amendment to the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) 

Policy. 
 
 
The Project Selection Criteria ‐ Transportation Improvement Program (PSC‐TIP) 
Subcommittee developed the PSC for projects competing for WAMPO Federal Metro 
Urban Funds.  The Subcommittee and TAC recommended the PSC for inclusion into the 
TIP Policy at their September 5, 2006 meetings.  There will be additional criteria 
developed to address Safety, Intelligent Transportation Systems, and Pathway projects.  
Staff will return with an amendment request in the future. 
 
The Policy Body will make a decision on the proposed amendment to the TIP Policy at 
this meeting. 
 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 

1.  Approve the proposed amendment to the TIP Policy. 
 
Attachments: 

1.  Proposed Transportation Improvement Program Policy for amendment. 
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SECTION 1.0  INTRODUCTION 
The Wichita region’s growing pattern of development and travel demand requires a continuous 
program of managing and improving the area’s surface transportation system.  The transportation 
system plays a central role in the lives of the citizens of the region as they go about their daily 
business and activities.  If the metropolitan area is to enjoy an enhanced quality of life and maintain 
a competitive position both regionally and nationally, a transportation improvement program is 
necessary to assure that the transportation system is positioned to make a positive contribution. 
 
The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) presents a program of improvements to the surface 
transportation system within the Wichita planning area to be implemented for the short-range with 
federal matching funds.  The projects, through a combination of federal, state, and/or local funding 
sources cover a wide range of transportation modes.  This includes streets and highways, public 
transportation, and bicycle and pedestrian facilities.  Planned improvements include new 
construction; expansion of existing services, and facilities; Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS); 
reconstruction of existing facilities; and efficiency improvements to increase the effectiveness of 
existing transportation investments.  The MPO, in cooperation with the KDOT and Wichita Transit 
has the lead responsibility for carrying out the development of the TIP. 
 
The TIP serves as a short-range implementation program, identifying projects selected by the MPO 
to be initiated during the upcoming four-year period.  Additionally, the TIP is used as a program 
management tool to gauge progress of the transportation plan for the region.  Specifically, 
improvements contained within the TIP must be consistent with approved transportation plans, 
primarily the Long-Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) and should reflect progress toward the 
overall transportation goals of the region. 
 
The TIP is also a financially constrained program of projects for which funding is expected to be 
available over the four (4) year period.  The WAMPO TIP includes an out-year to aid in 
programming and planning.  As a result, the TIP reflects the transportation improvements priorities 
of the region, given the resources available.  Projects in the planning area using federal funds and 
non-federal projects of regional significance must be listed in the TIP.  Regionally significant 
projects are those that have a major impact on the region without using federal funding.  They serve 
regional transportation needs (such as access to and from the area outside of the region, major 
regional activity centers, major planned developments, or transportation terminals as well as most 
terminals themselves) and would normally be included in the modeling of a metropolitan area's 
transportation network, including, as a minimum, all principal arterial highways and all fixed guide 
way transit facilities that offer a significant alternative to regional highway travel.   The WAMPO is 
specifically responsible for programming funding for the Surface Transportation Program (STP), 
Bridge (BR), and Congestion Mitigation Air Quality Improvements (CMAQ) categories.  WAMPO, in 
cooperation with KDOT, program funds for National Highway System (NHS), and Interstate 
Maintenance (IM) projects. 
 
A financial summary in the document lists the total funds expected and programmed from all 
sources (federal, state, and local).  Federal legislation dictates the minimum requirements when 
developing a TIP (e.g. number of years, update schedule, etc). 

1.1 Process Overview 
There are a number of processes involved in the development and maintenance of the TIP.  These 
include development of a new TIP, the Amendment and Administrative Modification processes.  
Procedures that contribute to these main processes include, but are not limited to, Call for Projects, 
application of Project Selection Criteria, and Project Status Monitoring.  This Policy outlines the 
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guidelines to be used in the development and maintenance of the TIP along with the activities 
involved in these processes. 
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SECTION 2.0  GUIDELINES 
The following Policies outline requirements of the TIP.  Specific policies will be applied as 
appropriate when creating a New TIP, amending, or applying an administrative modification to an 
existing TIP. 

2.1 Sponsor 
The WAMPO requires the project be sponsored by a governmental jurisdiction, to assure that the 
matching funds will be available as outlined on the project application.   

2.2 Federal Share 
Once selected for the TIP, project sponsors are, at a maximum, allowed to request 80 percent 
federal funding for construction and construction engineering costs.  Using the 80 percent federal 
share requires a minimum match of 20 percent by the sponsoring agency/jurisdiction.  Increases in 
the dollar amount will be recorded through the amendment process. 

2.3 Fiscal Constraint 
Federal regulation requires the TIP be fiscally constrained.  In other words, there should not be 
more projects programmed than can realistically be funded.  At times there may be more projects 
programmed to allow for the potential of a project running into a snag, preventing it from being 
started on time, but this programmed amount should not exceed the federally authorized amount 
(approximately 20 percent over obligation amount).  It is also understood that with the limitation on 
funds, when there is programming above the obligation amount, it is possible not all programmed  
projects will be started in the year listed and may need to 
be moved to a later year to accommodate fiscal constraint 
requirements. 
 
In order to best program for project development a reverse 
sliding scale is applied to the TIP.  Table 1 outlines how 
programming percents will be applied by program year.  
When there is more than one out-year, there will be no 
programming above the obligation amount in the out-years. 
 
Awarded funds may be distributed over more than one 
year.  In that case, the requesting agency/jurisdiction must receive approval from Federal, State, 
and MPO agency representatives.  The agency/jurisdiction will carry the requested funding for the 
out-years.  Reimbursement will occur if, and when, federal funds become available in future years. 

2.4 Overrun Costs 
In order to assure the project is completed, overrun funding is available above the initial award 
amount, not to exceed the 80 percent share of federal funds through out the life of the project 
and/or at completion of the project.  The intent of tracking the changes in funding during the course 
of the year is to assure project schedule flexibility. 
 
Overrun costs are deducted from available federal funds.  If an overrun is requested and all current 
year federal funds have been obligated, the overrun amount will be deducted from the next years 
funding prior to any funds being released for obligation.  This may result in a reshuffling of program 
projects to assure fiscal constraint is maintained.  Projects will be shifted into later years until fiscal 
constraint is reached. 
 

Table 1     Reverse Sliding Scale 
 

Program Year 
Percent above 

obligation 
amount 

First 20 
Second 15 

Third 10 
Fourth 5 

Out-year(+) 0 
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2.5 Project Additions / Changes 
A project can be added into the TIP, through a Call for Projects when unanticipated funding 
becomes available or when doing a New TIP, if approved by the Technical Advisory Committee 
(TAC).  The addition of projects will require the Amendment process.  All Amendments require final 
approval by the Policy Body. 
 
There are two ways existing project information can be changed on an existing TIP project.  This 
includes changes to the year of an existing project or to the federal share amount. 

a. An administrative modification can be done by WAMPO staff if the requested change is less 
than $200,000 or 10 percent (whichever is less) of the federal funding amount awarded to a 
project at the time of the request.  This change will be reflected in the next amendment. 

b. An amendment can be made to the awarded project upon request by the sponsoring agency 
to shift years or change the federal portion maintaining the maximum 80/20 split if the 
administrative modification guidelines do not apply. 

2.6 Call for Projects 
The staff of the WAMPO,after approval from the TAC, starts the process of a Call for Projects by 
posting announcements on the web, in newspaper box ads, and newsletters.  An application is 
available to project sponsors for completion and submission to the WAMPO.  The application 
provides information to staff that will aid in use of the Project Selection Criteria.  The Call for 
Projects is used during the development of a new TIP and can also be used as situations arise 
requiring programming of unanticipated available funding. 

2.7 Project Selection  
Project selection is a process by which transportation improvement projects are chosen to be in the 
TIP.  Project selection involves several steps that begin with the Selection Criteria and ends with 
the final approval by the Policy Body.  Section 6 of this document details the project selection 
process. 

2.8 Project Monitoring 
In order to maintain an updated TIP while adhering to legislative requirements for a fiscally 
constrained TIP and to present project status on an annual basis, a quarterly project update is 
required.  Staff will provide an annual project status update for publication on the web and will be 
distributed to TAC and Policy Body members. 
 
Sponsoring agencies are required to provide project updates quarterly at the Technical Advisory 
Committee (TAC) meetings.  Requested information includes letting status and/or if the project 
progress will require movement to later year or funding changes.  By using a monitoring system 
projects are also followed for reasonable progress toward letting.  

2.9 Public Involvement 
The TIP public involvement activities are outlined in detail in the MPO public participation program.  
All changes to the TIP must follow the process as outlined, are advertised, and made available for 
public review and comment. 

2.10 Obligation of Funds 
Federal funds awarded in each federal fiscal year must be obligated by September 15th of that year.  
An obligation is the Federal government's promise to pay the State for the Federal share of a 
project's eligible cost.  This commitment occurs when KDOT submits a Project Agreement to FHWA 
for their approval. 
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Before KDOT can submit a Project Agreement to FHWA for their approval, the following criteria 
must have been met by the sponsoring agency in coordination with the MPO and KDOT: 

a. The project must be on the MPO's existing, approved Transportation Improvement Program 
(TIP).  

b. If KDOT is authorizing any work phase other than preliminary engineering; all environmental 
clearances must be done and the sponsoring agency's City/State agreement shall have 
been executed. 

c. In the case of Construction Engineering (CE)/Construction authorization, KDOT must also 
have a ROW Clearance and a Utilities Certificate in place with the KDOT. 

 
Obligated funds are considered used even if no expenses have incurred.  Once a project has been 
obligated it can be "Let" at any point.  The term "Let" is a shortened term for "Bid Letting" which 
means the project has been opened up to contractors for bidding.  The date on which a project is 
"Let" is referred to as the "Let Date." 
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Section 3.0   NEW TIP 
The WAMPO TIP is developed every other year through a cooperative process with Federal, State, 
Local, and Public Transportation provider representatives.  According to the Federal legislation, a new 
TIP is a priority list of transportation projects that is to be carried out within the four (4) year period 
following its adoption.   The following outlines the steps involved in the development of the New TIP. 

3.1 Fiscal Constraint 
Federal regulation requires that there should not be more projects programmed than can be 
realistically funded. The amount programmed in the TIP should not exceed the federally authorized 
amount (approximately 20 percent over obligation amount).  It is also understood that with the 
limitation on funds, when there is programming above the obligation amount, it is possible not all 
programmed projects will be started in the year listed and may need to be moved to a later year to 
accommodate fiscal constraint requirements. 

3.2 Future Funding Estimates 
When beginning a new TIP,. the Kansas Department of Transportation (KDOT) provides the WAMPO 
an estimate of anticipated money available for programming Surface Transportation Program (STP), 
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ), and Bridge Replacement and Rehabilitation (BR) funds 
for the next five federal fiscal years. 
 
The WAMPO will use the KDOT estimates as target obligation amounts to be programmed per the 
TIP Policy maintaining financial constraint.   

3.3 Call for Projects 
A Call for Projects is a request for applications for new projects to be funded using STP, CMAQ, 
and BR funds.  Following the receipt of future funding estimates and TAC approval, WAMPO staff 
will inform KDOT, public transportation providers, and all communities in the region that WAMPO is 
making a Call for Projects.  The WAMPO staff will also announce a public meeting and provide the 
above entities with an application for projects at this time.   

3.4 Public Meeting 
A public meeting will be held to announce the beginning of the application period.   WAMPO staff will 
explain the process of developing a new Transportation Improvement Program and answer questions 
at this time.  The public will have the opportunity to voice opinions during the comment and review 
period and at the public hearing held prior to action on  the TIP. 

3.5 Submittal of Applications 
Upon completion of applications, applicants must submit them to WAMPO staff for processing. 

3.6 Project Selection  
The applications will go through a series of steps ending with the final project selection by the Policy 
Body.   For a detailed list of the project selection process, refer to Section 6.0 of this document. 

3.7 Request for KDOT and USDOT Approval 
If the Policy Body votes to approve a TIP, the recommended TIP will be sent to KDOT for approval.  
Upon KDOT approval, KDOT will forward the TIP to the US Department of Transportation for approval 
as an amendment to the State Transportation Improvement Program.  If there are substantial changes 
recommended by the Policy Body the TIP may require additional public involvement. 
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3.8 Figure 1:  New TIP Process Diagram 
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SECTION 4.0  AMENDMENT 
A TIP amendment is the process by which project sponsors make significant changes to their 
projects. 

4.1 Conditions for Amendment 
The TIP must be amended when one of the following conditions exist: 

• Projects do not have a “Complete Office Check” from the Kansas Department of 
Transportation (KDOT). 

• The design concept or scope of the project has changed. 
• Change in the federal fiscal year of the project obligation date. 
• Change in the federal funding category of the project. 
• Change in the federal fund amount maintaining a maximum split of 80/20%. 
• A project is new to the federal funding or the TIP. 
• A project needs to be deleted from the TIP. 
• A project’s funding increases by either $200,000 or 10 percent of the total project cost. 

4.2 Fiscal Constraint 
Federal regulation requires that there should not be more projects programmed than can be 
realistically funded.  The amount programmed in the TIP should not exceed the federally authorized 
amount (approximately 20 percent over obligation amount).  It is also understood that with the 
limitation on funds, when there is programming above the obligation amount, it is possible not all 
programmed projects will be started in the year listed and may need to be moved to a later year to 
accommodate fiscal constraint requirements. 

4.3 Amendment Schedule 
At a minimum, the TIP will be amended the last quarter of each fiscal year.  It may also be 
amended quarterly if necessary. 

4.4 Application Process 
4.4.1 Request for Amendment  

The sponsoring agency must notify WAMPO staff of the need to amend the TIP.  If the applicant is 
requesting additional money, WAMPO staff will provide them with an application.  If other changes 
are required, WAMPO staff will inform them of what information they need to provide. 

 
4.4.2 TAC Review and Recommendation 

Upon receipt of required materials, WAMPO staff will present the amendment request to the 
Technical Advisory Committee (TAC).  The TAC will consider the amendment and make a 
recommendation to the Policy Body. 
 

4.4.3 Public Comment/Review 
The TAC recommendation is made available to the public for public review/comment as outlined in 
the WAMPO public participation program.  The Policy Body also holds a public hearing on the TAC 
recommendation prior to action on the amendment. 
 

4.4.4 Policy Body Adoption 
If the Policy Body agrees with the recommendation of the TAC, there will be no need for additional 
public involvement.  If the Policy Body decision differs substantially from the recommendation of the 
TAC, the decision may require a second Public Comment/Review period and Public Hearing before 
adoption. 
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4.5 Request for KDOT and USDOT approval 
A copy of the amended TIP will be sent to KDOT for approval.  Upon KDOT approval, KDOT will 
forward the TIP to the US Department of Transportation for approval.

4.6 Figure 2: Amendment Process Diagram 
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SECTION 5.0  ADMINISTRATIVE MODIFICATION 
A TIP modification is the process by which project sponsors are allowed to make minor changes to 
their projects. 

5.1 Purpose 
Modification of the TIP is to aid the project sponsors, in letting the projects or to be eligible for 
additional funding without a long amendment process when requested changes comply with the 
requirements outlined in Section 5.2.  Maintaining a record of modifications through the amendment 
process will provide updated financial information impacting the programming of projects. 

5.2 Modification Eligibility 
The staff may administratively modify a project in the TIP only if all of the following requirements are 
met: 

• The project should have a “Complete Office Check” from the Kansas Department or 
Transportation. 

• The design concept and scope of the project should not have changed. 
• Requested changes are less than $200,000 or 10 percent of the federal funding amount 

awarded to a project (whichever is lowest). 

5.3 Modification Schedule 
Modifications will be made to the TIP as needed.  Modifications will be recorded through the 
amendment process. 

5.4 Modification Process 
5.4.1 Request for Modification 

All project sponsors can make a request for modification to the current TIP.  The applicant must 
notify WAMPO staff of the desired modification.  WAMPO staff will then inform the applicant of all 
the information required of the applicant. 
 

5.4.2 WAMPO Staff Review 
Upon receipt of required materials, WAMPO staff will review the request for modification to ensure 
the request qualifies for modification and does not require the amendment process.  

 
5.4.3 Notify the TAC  

WAMPO staff will notify the Technical Advisory Committee about all modifications to the TIP 
document.  
 

5.4.4 Record Changes in the TIP 
All modifications will be added to the TIP at the next TIP amendment. 
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5.5 Figure 3: Administrative Modification Process Diagram 
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SECTION 6.0  PROJECT SELECTION  
Project Selection is the process project sponsors go through in an attempt to secure Federal funds 
administered through the WAMPO.  The applications will go through a series of steps prior to the final 
project selection by the Policy Body.  The initial step is a call for projects which will be based on the 
Project Selection Criteria available in Appendix B. 

6.1 Project Selection Criteria 
WAMPO staff will rank projects based on the Project Selection Criteria (PSC) appropriate to the project 
type.  The PSC is a set of equations and weighted numerical values that provides an objective, 
numerical analysis of a project to provide a priority ranking.  Appendix B outlines the various PSC used 
in conjunction with project presentation in programming.   

6.2 Provide the List of Projects to the TAC, Public, and Applicants  
The prioritized list of projects will be presented to the TAC and made available to the public and 
applicants prior to the TAC meeting where the projects will be discussed.   

6.3 Applicant Presentations to the TAC 
Applicants have the option of making a presentation to the TAC in support of their projects.  If 
applicants want to do this, they must contact the WAMPO staff prior to the TAC meeting. 

6.4 TAC Recommendation  
The TAC will review the prioritized list, hear presentations, and recommend a list of programmed 
projects for the TIP to the Policy Body. 

6.3 Public Review and Comment 
The TAC recommended TIP will be presented to the public, providing an opportunity to review and offer 
opinions according to the WAMPO’s public participation program.   

6.4 Policy Body Public Hearing 
Public comments and the TIP recommended by the TAC will be presented to the Policy Body at this 
hearing.  There will be an opportunity for the public and project sponsors to voice opinions and make 
presentations to the Policy Body at this time.  The Policy Body will review/make changes and take 
action on the TIP.  

6.5 Public Review and Comment (Contingent on the Policy Body decision)  
If the Policy Body’s revisions of the TIP substantially change the TIP recommended by the TAC, a 
second public review/comment session will be required per the public involvement program and 
legislative guidelines. 
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Appendix A:  Glossary 
 
Authorization – Basic substantive legislation or that which empowers an agency to implement a 
particular program and also establishes an upper limit on the amount of funds that can be 
appropriated for that program  
 
Bridge Replacement and Rehabilitation (BR) – Federal-aid funding program that funds the 
replacement and rehabilitation of bridges. 
 
Call for Projects – A call for projects is the process by which the WAMPO staff informs the 
communities in the WAMPO.  The TAC must approve all calls for projects.  
 
Complete Office Check by KDOT – Complete Office Check is a phase in KDOT's project 
development schedule.  A typical project would be seven and a half months from letting once it is in 
this phase.  Projects in this phase have all details completed and have complete project plans as 
per KDOT design manual and standard specifications.  A project in this phase would generally have 
a good construction cost estimate.   
 
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) – A categorical funding program that directs 
funding to projects that contribute to meeting national air quality standards in non-attainment areas 
for ozone and carbon monoxide. 
 
Fiscal Constraint – A requirement, originally of ISTEA and now emphasized in SAFETEA-LU, that 
all plans balance expenditures to reasonably expected sources of funding over the period of the TIP 
and Long Range Transportation Plan.  
 
Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) – Federally mandated twenty-year comprehensive 
transportation plan for an MPO region.   
 
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) – Regional planning entity responsible for 
transportation planning and approval of federal transportation funding for the region. 
 
Obligation – The Federal government’s legal commitment (promise) to pay or reimburse the States 
or other entities for the Federal share of a project’s eligible costs. 
 
Obligation Authority – The total amount of funds that may be obligated in a year. 
 
Obligation Limitation – A restriction, or "ceiling" on the amount of Federal assistance that may be 
promised (obligated) during a specified time period. 
 
Policy Body (WAMPO) – The governing body of the WAMPO.  The Policy Body is an independent 
entity, which is the final decision maker on all MPO programs and policies.    
 
Project Selection Criteria – A criteria adopted by the Policy Body that guides the quantitative 
considerations for ranking project priorities.   
 
Project Sponsor – The government entity that proposes and supports individual transportation 
projects. 
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Public Participation – An integral part of a planning or major decision-making process.  It provides 
opportunities for the public to be involved with the MPO in an exchange of data and ideas. Citizen 
participation offers an open two way process for information sharing.  
 
Surface Transportation Program (STP) – Federal-aid highway funding program that funds a 
broad range of surface transportation capital needs, including many roads, transit, sea and airport 
access, vanpool, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities. 
 
Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) – A standing committee of most metropolitan planning 
organizations (MPOs); function is to provide advice on plans or actions of the MPO from planners, 
engineers and other staff members. 
 
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) – Developed every two years, the TIP is a priority list 
of transportation projects developed by the WAMPO that is to be carried out within the four (4) year 
period following its adoption; must include documentation of federal and state funding sources for 
each project and be consistent with adopted MPO long range transportation plans. 
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Appendix B:  Project Selection Criteria 
 
Overview 
The goal of the Project Selection Criteria (PSC) is to ensure regional importance of a proposed 
project when programming the TIP.  The PSC also helps to promote consistency with the goals and 
policies implemented through the various plans and programs adopted by the WAMPO.  The 
WAMPO has established a PSC that applies to available projects requesting WAMPO Metro Urban 
Funds (STP, BR, CMAQ).  Projects proposed for funding are initially screened and ranked on a 
variety of criteria; the PSC objectively ranks each project on its merit, based on tangible 
performance measures.  These criteria are intended to serve as a starting point when evaluating 
projects.  Many important regional projects compete for the limited funds and selecting the most 
essential projects for a TIP is a challenging endeavor. 
 
Methodology 
The PSC were developed through a consensus between the various stakeholders in the region.  A 
PSC Subcommittee was established consisting of representatives from the WAMPO Policy Body, 
TAC, State, and Federal agencies.  Through the PSC Subcommittee criteria was developed to 
address project ranking for the following types of projects: 

• Major construction, 
• Traffic flow and operations, 
• Bridges, and 
• Public transportation. 

 
There may be additional categories with criteria developed in the future as appropriate. 
 
Criteria Application Process 
A call for projects will be made upon approval of the TAC.  Applications will be submitted to the 
WAMPO staff for processing.  The WAMPO staff will review all project requests to check for 
consistency with the LRTP and functional classification maps before processing.  A project would 
be considered eligible if it: 

1) Is on the Street Functional Classification map as a major collector or above. 
2) Estimates are for construction and construction engineering only. 

 
The projects will be assigned points based on information provided on the Project Submittal Form 
and the scores will be transferred to the Project Score Summary Sheet.  This information, the 
calculations, along with the application will be presented to the TAC for review and recommendation 
to the Policy Body. 
 
To the extent practical, there will be a practice of the WAMPO to program a proportionate and 
reasonable amount of the available funding in incorporated areas outside the large city limits. 
 
At the review meeting there will be opportunity for presentations by applicants to provide further 
information on the proposed project. 
 
Once the TAC has agreed on the proposed projects to be recommended for inclusion in the TIP, 
the TAC will program projects in three categories of the Metro Urban Funds maintaining the 
required fiscal constraint requirements outlined in the TIP Policy.  The funding programs are: 

• Surface Transportation Program (STP), 
• Bridge (BR), and 
• Congestion Management Air Quality (CMAQ). 
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Funds can be moved among STP and CMAQ categories if necessary to assure funding is not lost.  
Bridge funds have specific requirements that projects must meet in order to be utilized.  
The recommended programming projects will be presented to the Policy Body.  The Policy Body is 
not obligated to accept this recommendation and may make adjustments between categories as it 
determines necessary. 
 

 
Note: 

* Project Selection Criteria have not yet been developed.  Project request recommendation will be 
decided by the TAC.  The Policy Body has final programming authority. 
** The future KDOT Highway Safety Improvement Plan and future WAMPO Safety Plans may impact 
funding decisions. 

 
Public Involvement / TIP Adoption 
The WAMPO conducts public meetings and hearings where the public is informed about the project 
selection process and project programming for the TIP.  After the initial ranking, applicants can, and 
are encouraged to, present their project(s) to the TAC and the WAMPO Policy Body prior to the 
final action on the TIP.  As part of a public involvement activity, this will provide applicants the ability 
to provide knowledge on regional significance and rational for funding the proposed project.  The 
Policy Body considers the PSC as a tool in decision-making, but is not obligated to base the 
decision solely on the PSC rankings or recommendation of the TAC.  In addition to the tangible 
performance measures contained in the PSC, the Policy Body will also be provided a summary of 
the input received during the Comment and Review Period on the projects being considered for 
inclusion in the TIP for subjective evaluation in the prioritization of the projects. 
 

Funding 
Source 

Category Funding 
Level 

Improvement Types 

Major Construction Up to 100% Capacity Improvements, New Roads, 
Bridge Replacement  

STP 

  Safety Improvements** 
BR Bridges 100% Bridge Restoration, Rehabilitation, and 

Replacement 
Traffic Flow and 
Operations 

Up to 65% Intersection Improvements, Traffic Signal 
Coordination 

ITS* Up to 15%  

Bicycle/Pedestrian* Up to 15% Bicycle/Pedestrian Facilities 

Public Transportation Up to 15% Public Transportation Facilities 

CMAQ 

Outreach And Other* Up to 15% Public Outreach and Other Air Quality or 
Congestion Mitigation Projects 
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B.1 Surface Transportation Program: Major Construction 
 
Volume to Capacity Ratio (V/C) – Current 
Large City     Small City & Large City 
w/<20 Access Points/Mile   w/>20 Access Points/Mile 
 
V/C Ratio Points 
< 0.60 0 
0.60 – 0.64 2 
0.65 – 0.79 4 
0.80 – 0.89 7 
> .90 10 

Total Possible Points = 10 
 
 
Volume to Capacity Ratio (V/C) – Future w/o Improvement 
Large      Small City & Large City 
w/<20 Access Points/Mile   w/>20 Access Points/Mile 
 
V/C Ratio Points 
< 0.60 0 
0.60 – 0.64 2 
0.65 – 0.79 4 
0.80 – 0.89 7 
> .90 10 

Total Possible Points = 10 
 
 
Volume to Capacity Ratio (V/C) – Future w/ Improvement 
Large City     Small City & Large City 
w/<20 Access Points/Mile   w/>20 Access Points/Mile 
 

 

Total Possible Points = 0 

V/C Ratio Points 
<0.50 0 
0.50 – 0.64 2 
0.64 – 0.74 4 
0.75 – 0.79 7 
0.80 – 0.90 10 

V/C Ratio Points 
<0.50 0 
0.50 – 0.64 2 
0.64 – 0.74 4 
0.75 – 0.79 7 
0.80 – 0.90 10 

V/C Ratio = Points 
<0.53 -10 
0.53 – 0.599 -3 
0.60 – 0.669 -1 
0.67 – 0.799 0 
0.80 – 0.869 -1 
0.87 – 0.929 -2 
> 0.93 -3 

V/C Ratio = Points 
< 0.50 -10 
0.50 – 0.599 -3 
0.60 – 0.669 -1 
0.67 – 0.869 0 
0.87 – 0.929 -1 
0.93 – 0.999 -2 
> 1.0 -3 
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Safety Equivalent Property Damage Only Accident Rate (EPDO) 
EPDO Rate = 1,000,000 x (9(#Fatal + #Injury) + (#Property Damage Only)) 

(#Years)(365)(ADT)(Project Length) 
 
EPDO Rate Points
<2 -5
2 – 4 -2
4 – 6 0
6 – 8 2
8 – 11 5
11 – 15 8
15 – 20 10
20 – 23 12
23 – 27 13
27 – 31 14
>31 15

 
Total Possible Points = 15 

 
 
Roadway Functional Classification 
 
Functional Classification Points
Principal Arterial 10
Minor Arterial  5
Major Collector 0
Minor Collector 0

 
Total Possible Points = 10 

 
 
Other Considerations 
0 = Low Impact   2 = High Impact 
 
Project: Points
Includes transit support facilities 0 – 2
Improves movement of goods 0 – 2
Improves access to airports 0 – 2
Improves street/railroad crossing 0 – 2
Is on the CMS Network 0 – 2
Continues an existing improvement 0 – 2
Regional importance 0 – 2
Connects metropolitan cities 0 – 2
Includes bicycle facilities >8’ wide 0 – 2
Includes pedestrian facilities >5’ 0 – 2

 
 

Total Possible Points = 15 
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Access Control Measures 
 
Project: Points
Reduces access by purchase of partial access control 1 - 5
Includes raised medians throughout project length 1 - 5
Eliminates access points (1pt @ 10% reduction) 1 - 5
Minimum 300’ raised medians at intersections 1 - 4

 
Total Possible Points = 15 

 
Cost Effectiveness 
(Estimated Project Cost (Construction &Construction Inspection) / (Future ADT x Project Length in Miles) 
* Does not include ROW or Utility Relocation. 
 
Cost/VMT Points
< 50.0  15
50.0 – 99.9 14
100.0 – 149.9 12
150.0 – 199.9 10
200.0 – 249.9 8
250.0 – 299.9 6
300.0 – 349.9 4
350.0 – 399.9 2
> 400.0 0

 
Total Possible Points = 15 

 
Pavement Condition 
 
Based on MPO standards Points
<70 10
70 – 75 8
76 – 80 6
81 – 85 4
86 – 90 2
90 – 100 0

 
Total Possible Points = 10 
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B.2 Bridge Replacement and Rehabilitation  
 
Volume to Capacity Ratio (V/C) – Current 
 
V/C Ratio = Points
< 0.50 0
0.50 – 0.64 2
0.65 – 0.74 4
0.75 – 0.79 7
0.80 – 0.89 10
> 0.90 15

Total Possible Points = 15 
 
 
Volume to Capacity Ratio (V/C) – Future w/o Improvement 
 
V/C Ratio = Points
< 0.50 0
0.50 – 0.64 2
0.65 – 0.74 4
0.75 –0.79 7
0.80 – 0.89 10
> 0.90 15

 
Total Possible Points = 15 

 
 
Volume to Capacity Ratio (V/C) – Future w/ Improvement 
 
V/C Ratio = Points
< 0.53 -10
0.53 – 0.599 -3
0.60 – 0.669 -1
0.67 –0.849 0
0.85 – 0.869 -2
0.92 – 0.979 -5
> 0.98 -10

 
Total Possible Points = 0 

 
 
Roadway Functional Classification 
 
Functional Classification Points 
Principal Arterial 10
Minor Arterial  5
Major Collector 0
Minor Collector 0

 
Total Possible Points = 10 
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Other Considerations 
Lowest points for none planned   Maximum points for planned to standards 
 
Project: Points
Includes transit support facilities 0 – 2
Improves movement of goods 0 – 2
Improves access to airports 0 – 2
Increases channel capacity>12% 0 – 5
Is on the CMS Network 0 – 2
Continues an existing improvement 0 – 2
Regional importance 0 – 2
Connects metropolitan cities 0 – 2
Includes bicycle facilities >8’ wide (on one 
side gets 6 points) 

0 – 6

Includes pedestrian facilities >5’ (3 points 
per side) 

0 – 6

 
Total Possible Points = 10 

 
Existing Structures Sufficiency Rating 
 

Rating Points
0 – 20.0 15

20.1 – 30.0 14
30.1 – 40.0 12
40.1 – 50.0 10
50.1 – 60.0 8
60.1 – 70.0 6
70.1 – 80.0 4
80.1 – 90.0 2

90.1 – 100.0 0
 

Total Possible Points = 15 
 
Detour Length on Similar Facility 
Detour length (EWS-EWS) (in miles) X Current AADT (in 1,000 vehicles/day) 
 

Miles x 1000 
AADT 

Points

> 164.9 35
150 – 164.9 32
135 – 149.9 28
120 – 134.9 24
105 – 119.9 20
90 – 104.9 16

75 – 89.9 12
60 – 74.9 8
45 – 59.9 4
30 – 44.9 2

< 30 0
 

Total Possible Points = 35 
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B.3 Congestion Management and Air Quality (CMAQ) 
B.3.1 Traffic Flow and Operations 

 
Current Entering Traffic 
 

Total Entering Traffic Points
0 – 9999 2

10,000 – 19,999 6
> 20,000 10

 
Total Possible Points = 10 

 
 
Sum of Critical Traffic Movements  (Current Peak Hour) 
(Sum of the highest through lane + opposing left turn lane traffic for each street) 
Length of intersections for PSC is equal to 1 mile. 
 

Critical Sum Points
< 500 0

501 – 599 5
600 – 699 10
700 – 799 15
800 – 899 18

> 900 20
 

Total Possible Points = 20 
 
 
Safety Equivalent Property Damage Only Accident Rate (EPDO) 
EPDO Rate = 1,000,000 x (9(#Fatal + #Injury) + (#Property Damage Only)) 

(#Years)(365)(ADT)(Project Length) 
Length of intersections for PSC is equal to 1 mile. 
ADT for the intersection is equal to half of entering volume. 
 

EPDO Rate Points
<2 -5

2 – 4 -2
4 – 6 0
6 – 8 2

8 – 11 5
11 – 15 8
15 – 20 10
20 – 23 12
23 – 27 13
27 – 31 14

>31 15
 

Total Possible Points = 15 
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Roadway Functional Classification 
Classification of an intersection is the same as the higher classified street between the two streets. 
 
Functional Classification Points 
Principal Arterial 10
Minor Arterial 5
Major Collector 3
Minor Collector 1

 
Total Possible Points = 10 

 
 
Other Considerations 
0 = Low Impact 
1 = Medium Impact 
2 = High Impact 
 

Criteria Points 
Project connects metropolitan cities 0 – 2
Project includes bicycle facilities 0 – 2
Project includes pedestrian facilities 0 – 2
Project includes park & ride facilities 0 – 2
Project improves movement of goods 0 – 2
Project improves street/railroad crossing 0 – 2
Project is on the CMS Network 0 – 2
Project is adjacent to existing improvement 0 – 2
Project’s regional context 0 – 2
Project includes signal coordination 0 – 2

 
Total Possible Points = 20 

 
 
Cost Effectiveness 
(Estimated Cost/(Future ADT x Project Length in Miles) - Does not include ROW/Utility Relocation 
Length of intersections for PSC is equal to 1 mile. 
ADT for the intersection is equal to half of entering volume. 
 
Cost/VMT Points 

< 50 15
50 – 99.9 14

100 – 149.9 12
150 – 199.9 10
200 – 249.9 8
250 – 299.9 6
300 – 349.9 4
350 – 399.9 2

>400 0
 

Total Possible Points = 15 
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Pavement Condition 
 

Based on MPO standards Points 
<70 10

70 – 75 8
76 – 80 6
81 – 85 4
86 – 90 2

90 – 100 0
 

Total Possible Points = 10 
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B.3.2 Public Transportation 
 
Selection criteria are modeled after work completed by the New Jersey Transportation Planning 
Authority.  Consideration of transit projects is examined from five PERSPECTIVES.  They are: 
 

1. Environment 200
2. User responsiveness 100
3. Economic 150
4. System coordination 50
5. Repair / maintenance / safety 275

 
The maximum number of points that a project may score varies according to each perspective.  The 
suggested maximum number of points that may be scored is indicated above in parenthesis.  The 
total points that may be earned is 775. 
 
Each PERSPECTIVE includes between one and four questions.  Included with the question are 
criteria to develop a score. 
 
The final projects score shall be divided by 7.75 for ranking purposes. 
 
 
1. ENVIRONMENT:  Protect and improve the quality of natural ecosystems and the 

human environment. 
(Maximum score = 200) 

 T.1     Will the project improve air quality? 
 
High Projects that eliminate vehicle trips or increase vehicle occupancy rates 200 
MH Projects that reduce vehicle miles traveled 175 
Med Projects that reduce emissions 100 
Low Projects that are air quality neutral 75 
 
2. USER RESPONSIVENESS:  Provide an affordable, accessible and dynamic transit 

system responsive to current and future transit clients. 
(Maximum score = 100) 

 T.2 Will the project improve accessibility via transit? 
High Projects providing new transit service or which involve improvement to existing 

service 
30 

Med Projects that reduce headways and are in response to ADA mandates 20 
 

T.3     Will the project improve information, comfort, convenience, and security to transit customers? 
High New rolling stock or station facilities 30 
Med Replacement or rehabilitation projects, vanpooling and signage projects 20 
Low Transit shelters and traffic or weather protected areas for transit customers 10 
 
 T.4     Will the project provide additional transit service? 
High New market projects, suburban initiatives, experimental services and 

purchasing of ADA paratransit rides 
40 

Med Projects that reduce headways, expand capacity or other improvements to 
existing service 

30 

Low Bike locker or bike racks on transit vehicles 10 
 
3. ECONOMIC:  Retain and increase economic activity and competitiveness. 

(Maximum score = 150) 
T.5     Will the project support redevelopment of the downtown area or areas experiencing blight? 
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High Projects in the downtown area 30 
Med Projects in identified urban rehabilitation or conservation areas 15 
 

T.6     Will the project assist tourism / recreational travel or access to goods and services within 1/2-
mile of the project? 

High Major activity areas, e.g., downtown area, sports facilities at WSU, Sedgwick 
County Zoo, regional parks and shopping centers 

30 

Med Community parks or shopping centers 15 
Low All other recreational / cultural facilities 5 
 
 T.7     Will the project improve access to job opportunities? 
High Major employment locations, employing at least 1000 individuals. 90 
Med Employers with at least 250 individuals. 75 
Low Employers with less than 250 individuals. 60 
 
4. SYSTEM COORDINATION:  Enhance system coordination, efficiency and intermodal 

connectivity. 
(Maximum score = 50) 

 T.8 Will the project maximize / optimize existing capacity? 
High Directly interfaces with fixed route transit 25 
Med Enhances access to transit facilities 15 
Low Supports transit use 10 
 
 T.9 Will the project promote intermodalism or rideshare? 
High Promotes rideshare (carpooling and vanpooling) 25 
Med Coordination with bicycle or pedestrian pathways 15 
Low Bike locker or bike racks on transit vehicles 10 
 
5. REPAIR / MAINTENANCE / SAFETY:  Maintain a safe and reliable transit system in a 

state of good repair. 
(Maximum score = 275) 

T.10     Will the project improve a transit facility that is in poor condition, or keep a transit facility 
maintained on a normal cycle? 

High Projects that avoid safety hazards; breakdowns or disasters, and projects that 
address critical needs; major rehab projects 

200 

Med Minor rehab projects and upgrades and ADA compliance 120 
Low Replacement projects 40 
 

T.11     Will the project improve rolling stock in poor condition, or maintain it on a normal cycle? 
High Equipment over FTA useful life 200 
Med Equipment under FTA useful life 120 
Low Routine capital repair and maintenance 40 
 
 T.12 Is the project operationally cost effective for transit? 
High Documented operating budget savings and cost avoidance 75 
Med Increased productivity and staff training 35 
Low Projects that improve functions 10 
 
 T.13 Will the project improve a safety problem? 
High Refer to Criterion T-10 50 
Med Added space for bus pull-outs at transit stops 25 
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September 11, 2006 

 
TO:    Wichita Area Metropolitan Planning Organization  
 
FROM:  Scott Dunakey 
    Principal Planner 
 
SUBJECT:   Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) overview. 
 
 
There have been some changes recently in the membership to the Policy Body of the 
Wichita Area Metropolitan Planning Organization.  Some major transportation planning 
studies have been underway in the region.  The Policy Body will also be involved in 
some important planning activities in the near future.  In light of all the undertakings 
surrounding the Policy Body, staff felt it would be appropriate to do a MPO overview 
and update on projects. 
 
The overview is an attempt to refresh members on the regulations, policies, and 
procedures pertaining to MPO and transportation planning. 
 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 

None required. 
 
Attachments: 

None. 


